friendly kings.12 On the other hand, Rome was under no obligation to come to Maroboduus' aid against foreign attack or internal conspiracy (indeed, even if Maroboduus had been under the official protection of Rome, military support would have been provided only if it were in Rome's interest, and Maroboduus was too powerful for Rome's peace of mind). Maroboduus was simply granted refuge by Tiberius and ended his years in exile at Ravenna. One of the conditions of amicitia with this powerful neighbour was apparently neutrality rather than mutual support.
Another important feature of the relationship seems to have been an economic/ trade agreement. Tacitus notes that large numbers of Roman traders were resident in Maroboduus' capital and enjoyed ius commercii;13 the precise meaning of this phrase is not clear, but Roman traders were presumably granted safe-conduct in the area under his control and were perhaps also exempt from any taxes on their goods. Roman traders ranged far beyond the frontiers in search of new markets and new sources of raw materials and may well have put pressure on the government to protect their trading interests. Trade with Bohemia was clearly highly profitable; Tacitus Others, like the Quadi, asked for peace, which was granted them, both in the hope that they might be detached from the Marcomanni, and also because they gave him [i.e. Marcus Aurelius] many horses and cattle and promised to surrender all the deserters and the captives, besides,-thirteen thousand at first, and later all the others as well. The right to attend the markets, however, was not granted to them, for fear that the Iazyges and the Marcomanni, whom they had sworn not to receive nor to allow to pass through their country, should mingle with them, and passing themselves off for Quadi, should reconnoitre the Roman positions and purchase provisions.
When the Marcomanni sent envoys to him, Marcus, in view of the fact that they had fulfilled all the conditions imposed upon them, albeit grudgingly and reluctantly, restored to them one-half of the neutral zone along their frontier, so that they might now settle to within a distance of five miles from the Ister; and he established the places and the days for their trading together (for these had not been previously fixed) and exchanged hostages with them.
Marcus Aurelius released them from many of the restrictions that had been imposed upon them-in fact, from all save those affecting their assembling and trading together and the requirements that they should not use boats of their own and should keep away from the islands in the Ister.
In addition to the conditions that his father had imposed upon them he [Commodus] also demanded that they restore to him the deserters and the captives that they had taken in the meantime, and that they furnish annually a stipulated amount of grain-a demand from which he subsequently released them. Moreover, he obtained some arms from them and soldiers as well, thirteen thousand from the Quadi and a smaller number from the Marcomanni; and in return for these he relieved them of the requirement of an annual levy. However, he further commanded that they should not assemble often nor in many parts of the country, but only once each month and in one place, and in the presence of a Roman centurion; and, furthermore, that they should not make war upon the Iazyges, the Buri, or the Vandili. On these terms, then, he made peace and abandoned all the outposts in their country beyond the strip along the frontier that had been neutralized.
He thus provides us with more explicit information on the relations between the Romans and the Germans on the Danube frontier than any other source. These peace terms, it must be remembered, were applicable to a specific situation on the frontier. It is, therefore, dangerous to transfer them backwards or forwards in time; yet, because of the general lack of evidence, much of the secondary literature on the area uses these terms in a wider historical context than is valid. the continued occupancy of the bridgehead fort at Iza-Leanyvar,49 and there is no reason to assume that any such bases will indeed be found in the future; work had scarcely begun when war broke out and there is no mention of it continuing after peace was made. More significant is the fact that the attempt to erect castra was an entirely new and upsetting phenomenon to the Quadi. Their relationship with Rome in the fourth century was one of friendly independence as, apart from the brief period of hostilities in the second century, it had been since the first century.
II
The total literary evidence is thus very small over four centuries; even so, there is sufficient information available to show the relationship between Rome and the Marcomanni and Quadi developing with time as Roman influence over, and interference in, the area increased, although never to the point of exercising direct control over these tribes.
Any power, Rome being no exception, has, of necessity, to have some kind of relationship with its immediate neighbours;50 peaceful relations were obviously highly desirable and to the mutual advantage of both parties. Treaties or informal agreements, renewed and changed as and when necessary, would ensure peaceful relations. Whenever possible Rome employed diplomacy rather than military force to protect her frontiers; the result was a series of friendly kingdoms outside the empire who in effect formed the frontier. The precise arrangements naturally varied according to local circumstances; hence the more detailed information on relations on the eastern frontiers cannot be used to supplement the scanty information for the Danube. Care must also be exercised in using information for one period In the 'third zone' strong Roman influence is demonstrated by the presence in all native cemeteries and settlements of Roman imports of all kinds; not just luxury goods but everyday artefacts abound.65 It is significant that Roman imports are found in the huts of ordinary people on settlement sites in this area (some 400 have been excavated), whereas elsewhere in Barbaricum only luxury items such as bronze vessels are found and these in the graves of the aristocracy (see Fig. i ). Moravia and SW Slovakia also have a significantly greater number of imports than neighbouring Sarmatia, perhaps a reflection of the latter's less friendly relationship with Rome.
Roman pottery, apart from terra sigillata (and even that in very small quantities and treated as a luxury) is very rare further from the frontier in Bohemia, N. Moravia and E. Slovakia (see Fig. 2 ).66 A similar picture is painted by Tacitus, who says that on the whole Germans did not use Roman tableware except in the areas close to the frontiers where wine-services were in use. 67 In addition to terra sigillata, beakers, mortaria, barbotine ware, Raetian ware, marbled ware, stamped and painted Pannonian wares, as well as simple red and grey cooking-pots and jars made in Pannonia, are all found in Moravia and Slovakia;68 indeed some of the Pannonian wares may have been produced specifically for the German market as some of the forms are rare in the province itself. The widespread distribution of Roman pottery in this region shows that Roman influence extended to all levels of society; it was not confined to the upper classes, although their social position was no doubt reinforced by diplomatic gifts, as indicated by the luxury items found in rich graves.69 Moreover, the use of wine ladles and strainers and mortaria indicates a change in the eating and drinking patterns of the natives.
